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taken away, that which depends upon it survives and may continue to
act, it does not seem equally absurd. Hence when you say: that it
is sufficiently manifest that here there can be no infinite regress1, see
if it was so manifest to Aristotle, who ivas so strongly persuaded that
there had never been a first parent. You proceed: nor can several
partial causes have concurred in your production, from which you
have received the idea of the various perfections attributed to God>
since they can only be found in a God who is one and single, whose
unity or simplicity is a perfection of a very high order2. But whether
the cause of your existence is to be found in one thing or in many, it
is not, therefore, necessary that such things should impress in you the
idea of their perfections, which you haw been able to unite. Mean-
while, however, you give us the opportunity of asking why, if there
are not many causes of your existence, it has been possible at least for
many things to exist > by admiring the perfections of vohich you have
concluded that the Being must be a blessed one in which they all exist
together. You know how the Poets describe Pandora. Nay, have
not you, admiring in various men some outstanding knowledge,
wisdom, justice, constancy, power, health, beauty, blessedness, length
of existence, etc., been able to unite all these and consider how sublime
he would be who possessed them all at the same time ? Why can you
not then increase all these perfections in various degrees until he
would be all the more to be admired were it so that nothing was-
lacking to his knowledge, power, duration, etc., or could be added to-
it; for in these circumstances he would be all powerful, all knowing,
eternal and so on ? And when you found that such perfections could
not coincide with human nature, might you not think that that would
be a blissful nature, in which such a conjunction of attributes was
possible ? Might it not be worthy of your investigation to discover
whether there is such a being in existence or no ? Why might it not
be possible for various arguments to induce you to believe that it urns-
more reasonable that such a being should exist rather than not exist ?
Would it not be possible next to divest this of corporeity, limitation
and all the remaining qualities, which imply a certain imperfection ?
Most people seem certainly to have proceeded in this way; although*
as there are nevertheless various modes and degrees of reasoning, some-
have let God remain corporeal, some have allowed Him human
members, and others have made Him not one but many, not to speak
of other and too popular descriptions. In connection with that
perfection of unity there is no contradiction in the conception of all
1 Vol. i. p. 169, par. 3.                            2 Ibid. par. 4.